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STAT

Rare Glimpse of a Secret Agency

~ By JOHN R. CUSHMAN Jr.

Special t0 The New York Times

BALTIMORE, May 29 — In
three days of testimony in the es-
pionage trial of Ronald W. Pelton,
the Government has provided an
unusual glimmer of insight into the
workings of the National Securjty

while llm‘m
sénsitive intelligence is about re-
vealing its secrets on monitoring
foreign communications.

Jurors were told that Mr. Pel-
ton’s information touched upon a
wide variety of agency activities,
revealing data about improve-
ments to the agency's equipment,
information about the locations of
Soviet communications links that
were being intercepted, the loca-
tions of two American signal col-
lection activities, and evidence
that the N.S.A. had penetrated the
highest levels of Soviet military
communications.

Federal prosecutors cited five :

agency projects to inform jurors

about what type of secrets Mr. Pel. .

ton, a former agency employee, is

accused of having sold to the Soviet

Union.

While the projects were not iden-
tified, they were described briefly
by the prosecutors, the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation agents who
interrogated Mr. Pelton before his
arrest in November 1983, and the
defendant’s former supervisors at
the secretive N.S.A., which had
headquarters in Fort Meade, Md.

At Least ‘Top Secret’

In his opening statement, the
prosecuting attorney, John Doug-
lass, said that the agency did al-
most nothing that was not classi-
fied as at least ‘‘top secret.’

Its job, he explained, is to handle
signals intelligence, which in-
volves data collected from radio
signais, microwave transmissions
or telephone lines. Much of the
data is encrypted.

The prosecution then proceeded
to tiptoe around the agency’s work,

which Mr. Douglass called “‘one of
the most significant means the na-
tion has to protect itself.*’

In court, the prosecution spoke of
Projects A, B, C, D and E. The

Government, which a that it

does not need to describe fully the
projects in order to convict Mr.
Peiton, did not allege that these
five programs were the only se-
crets he revealed.

Mr. Peiton, a staff official who in

1978 helped prepare a 60-page

documemusedbysevmlrvn
ment agencies to keep track of in-

telligence-gathering  operations,
had ‘‘a broad overview of m
thing that is going on in the

gence community,’” one of his su-
pervisors at the agency, Donald R.
Bacon, testified Mym
tklut the detend-n:'s job ot
planning budgets for many
diverse technical programs used to
collect and analyze in
communications, or signals.

Peek at a Projeet
For example, jurors were told,

Project B involved a long-term ef--

fort to upgrade equipment used by
the N.S.A., allowing signals to be
processed more quickly. At the
time Mr. Pelton is charged with
having disciosed information on
the project to the Soviet Union, it
had not yet been completed, the
prosecution said.

His disclosure, said Mr. Doug-
lass, provided ‘‘valuable informa-
tion about how quickly the U.S. is
able to process and evaluate infor-
mation.”

Project B, the prosecutor contin-
ued, “involved equipment meant
to be used for years and years.”

The N.S.A. uses extremely
powerful computers to analyze
vast quantities of information, but
whether Mr. Pelton’s alleged dis-
closure of Project B concerned
such technology was not mentioned
at the trial. An F.B.1. agent, David
E. Faulkner, testified Wednesday
only that the defendant’s alleged

disclosure helped the Russians ‘‘to
know the inner workings of the
N.S.A”

After the trial recessod Wednes-
day, t.h.em (t‘.’:nnl lntells;gmce
Agency National urity
Council warned

the trial not to speculate on what
information might have been com-
promised.

Policy Departure

Even the minute amounts of in-
formation disclosed at the trial,
though, represent a departure for
the agency from its usual policy of
atsolute discretion in discussing
its activities. Another of Mr. Pel-
ton’s , Hubert Atwater
Jr., said that Project A involved ‘‘a
specific set of equipment”’ meant
to eavesdrop on ‘‘a cular

M. Pelton is said to have known
*‘the specific location of that link,"
and jurors were Mnunk a map indi-

The Washington Post, citing in-
formed sources, reported on
Wednesday that the mor depicted
the area near the Sea of O y
not far from the Russian port of
Viadivostock.

Mr. Faulkner testified that Mr.
Pelton told him that the Russians
would read!'y understand the im.

scribed in urt, that occurred
there 18 months to two years before
Mr. Pelton is said to have sold the
secrets in 1380. The prosecutor,
Mr. Douglags, said the Soviet
Union had taken countermeasures
at the communications link to
avoid disclosing ‘‘Soviet troop
movements, maneuvers, plans and
capabilities.'’

Three other projects mentioned

by the prosecutors and witnesses,
Projects C, D and E, did not seem
to interest the Russians very
much, Mr. Pelton was said to have
told F.B.1. agents who interviewed
him before his arrest.




